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FINAL DECISION
1. Background

Respondent Keith Epsfein was licensed as a resident insurance producer in January 1984.
On October 7, 2009, Chief Deputy Commissioner Stephen R. Hilker issued an Order of
Summary Suspénsion and Opportunity for Hearing in this case. The Order included allegations
thét Respondent had violated section 1239(1)(h) of the Michigan Insurance Code (“the Code™) in
conrmection with several transactions with his clients.

Subsequently, on December 22, 2009, Chief Deputy Hilker issued an order Referring
Complaint for Hearing énd Order to Respond which included allegations that Respondent had
violated sections 1207(1) and 1239(1)(h) of the Code, MCL 500,1207(1) and 500.1239(1)(h).

Hearing was scheduled for February 17, 2010. Respondent was granted an adjournment and the
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hearing was rescheduled for April 21, 2010 bﬁr the administrative law judge (ALJ} assigned to -
the case.

On April 14, 2010, the parties agreed that the Complaint shouid be Wit%_ldrawn while
related litigation was in progress in circuit court. Respondent also agreed that the summdry _
suspension of his license should remaiﬁ in effect. This stipulation of the parties did not reach the
ALJ before the April 21 hearing date. Neither party appeared for the schéduled hearing. Asa
result, the ALJ issued a Proposal for Decision on April 21, 2010. The PFD recommended thét "
the Commissioner dismiss the Complaint.

II. Order

In light of the infoﬁnation above and the parties’ stipulation of April 14, 2009, it is

ordered that:
1. The Complaint is dismissed without prejudice; and
2. The suspension of Respondent’s insurance producer license remains in effect.

Ken Ross
Commissioner



